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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


On  April  25,  1989  the  San  Francisco  Transportation  Committee  adopted 
Resolution  #10-89  which  endorses  implementation  of  a Transportation 
Expenditure  Plan  (TEP)  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  The 
TEP  is  the  culmination  of  a ten-month  planning  and  public  hearing 
process  undertaken  by  the  Transportation  Committee  and  its  two 
advisory  bodies,  the  Citizen's  Advisory  Committee  and  the  Technical 
Advisory  Committee. 

The  development  of  the  TEP  was  governed  by  a set  of  principles  calling 
for  a balanced  transportation  improvement  program  which  respects  the 
City's  transit  first  policy  while  promoting  neighborhood  livability, 
safety  and  accessibility  for  the  mobility-impaired.  These  principles 
were  adopted  by  the  Transportation  Committee  by  Resolution  #6-88  on 
December  13,  1988  and  are  included  as  a preface  to  the  Transportation 
Expenditure  Plan. 

The  Transportation  Expenditure  Plan  recommends  imposition  of  a 20-year 
1/2%  sales  tax  dedicated  to  transportation  improvements  in  San 
Francisco.  Approximately  $902  million  of  revenue  would  be  generated 
by  the  sales  tax,  and  the  money  would  be  allocated  to  four 
transportation  categories  in  the  following  proportions:  Transit  - 65%, 
Streets  and  Traffic  Safety  - 25%,  Paratransit  - 8%,  and 
Transportation  Systems  Management  - 2%. 

The  plan  features  a program  of  capital  improvements  which  assigns 
first  priority  to  transit  improvements  and  to  renewal  of  the  city's 
aging  infrastructure.  Transit  improvements  include  funds  to  replace 
worn  out  MUNI  vehicles,  rebuild  obsolete  passenger  and  maintenance 
facilities,  guard  against  graffiti,  and  upgrade  support  systems,  thus 
advancing  improved  system  efficiency  and  productivity.  Street  and 
traffic  safety  improvements  focus  on  comprehensive  programs  for  street 
repaving  and  resignalling,  seismic  reinforcement,  new  signage  and 
railroad  track  removal. 

There  are  bold  new  initiatives  promoted  in  the  plan  as  well,  including: 

• MUNI  rail  service  extensions  along  Market  Street  and  The 
Embarcadero,  as  well  as  a rebuilt  Embarcadero  Parkway 
featuring  public  open  space  and  expanded  bay  access. 

• MUNI  route  electrifications  and  service  extensions  to 
neighborhoods  throughout  the  city,  with  improved  regional 
transit  access. 

• A doubling  of  the  city' s paratransit  program  activities 
benefitting  the  mobility-impaired. 

• Improved  street  design  and  traffic  safety  along  major 
arterials  and  at  key  intersections,  with  planning  for  street 
realignment  and  grade  separation  projects  which  mitigate 
existing  traffic  impacts. 
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Planning  and  development  of  new  rail  and  other  fixed 
guideway  transit  in  the  city's  most  congested  corridors. 

Expansion  of  the  city's  street  tree  maintenance  and  planting 
program. 

Various  transportation  systems  management  activities 
including  transit  preferential  measures,  ridesharing 
programs,  and  improved  pedestrian  and  bicycle  circulation. 
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STATEMENT  OF  PRINCIPLES 


The  San  Francisco  Transportation  Committee  was  created  by  the  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  develop  consensus  on 
the  need  for  transportation  system  improvements  and  an  expenditure 
plan  by  which  they  be  implemented. 

To  achieve  this  goal,  the  Transportation  Committee  established 
principles  to  guide  its  efforts  to  develop  a Transportation 
Expenditure  Plan  based  on  revenues  from  a local  1/2%  retail 
transactions  and  use  tax  to  be  placed  before  San  Francisco  voters  in 
November,  1989. 

The  Committee's  principles  are  as  follows: 

1.  It  is  the  Committee's  intent  to  improve  San  Francisco's 
transportation  system  performance  in  moving  people  and 
goods,  and  to  ensure  accountability  to  this  end.  It  is 
desirable  that  neighborhood  livability,  safety,  and 
accessibility  for  the  mobility-impaired  be  incorporated  in 
the  resulting  plan. 

2.  The  plan  must  be  in  conformance  with  established 
transportation  policies  and  objectives,  balancing  the  need 
of  residents,  businesses  and  commuters.  First  priority, 
consistent  with  policy  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
in  1972,  shall  be  to  maintain  and  improve  transit  service 
throughout  the  city  and  county. 

3.  Public  input,  through  the  citizens  advisory  Committee  and 
hearings  before  the  Transportation  Committee,  shall  be  an 
essential  element  in  developing  and  implementing  a 
successful  plan. 

4.  The  plan  shall  emphasize  improvements  that  maintain  the 
existing  infrastructure,  promote  transportation  efficiency 
and  productivity,  and  are  cost-effective. 

5.  The  plan  shall  increase  transit  capacity,  speed,  convenience 
and  comfort  while  increasing  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access 
and  street  efficiency,  and  improving  traffic  operations  and 
safety . 

6.  State  and  Federal  monies  are  insufficient  to  meet  San 
Francisco' s transportation  needs . Additional  revenue 
sources  shall  be  considered  and  suggested  to  meet  these 
needs . 

7.  It  is  the  Committee's  intent  that  funds  generated  pursuant 
to  this  plan  be  used  to  supplement  and  not  replace  existing 
federal,  state  and  local  revenues  use  for  transportation 
purposes . 


3 


. 

' 

. 

. 

. 

- • 

- 

' 

. 


CITY  & COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
TRANSPORTATION  EXPENDITURE  PLAN 

ELEMENTS  OF  THE  PLAN 


The  San  Francisco  Transportation  Committee  herein  submits  the 
following  recommendations  for  a Transportation  Expenditure  Plan  to  the 
San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors. 


A.  GENERAL  PROVISIONS 


Sales  Tax 

A 1/2%  sales  tax  dedicated  to  transportation  improvements 
specified  in  this  plan  shall  be  imposed.  The  duration  of  the  tax 
shall  be  20  years. 


Restriction  of  Funds 

In  accordance  with  enabling  legislation  and  adopted  principles, 
sales  tax  revenues  generated  pursuant  to  this  plan  shall  be  used 
to  supplement  and  not  replace  existing  local  revenues  used  for 
transportation  purposes.  Moreover,  sales  tax  revenues  shall  be 
spent  on  capital  projects  rather  than  to  fund  operations  and 
maintenance  of  existing  transportation  services,  unless  otherwise 
specified  in  the  Project  List.  Funds  for  operations  and 
maintenance  shall  be  limited  to  incremental  costs  associated  with 
the  implementation  of  new  transportation  services  as  specified  in 
this  plan.  Incremental  costs  shall  be  defined  as  solely  those 
costs  that  would  clearly  not  have  otherwise  been  incurred  absent 
the  new  service. 


Bonding  Authority 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  request  the  voters  to  authorize 
the  issue  of  limited  tax  bonds,  up  to  $742  million,  payable  from 
the  sales  tax  revenues  generated  pursuant  to  this  plan. 


Creation  of  a County  Transportation  Authority 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  request  the  voters  to  authorize 
the  creation  of  a County  Transportation  Authority  for  the  purpose 
of  administering  the  sales  tax  proceeds  in  accordance  with  the 
plan.  The  members  of  the  Authority  shall  be  members  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors. 
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Support  of  Adjacent  Counties 


It  is  deemed  unnecessary  to  seek  the  support  of  adjacent  counties 
by  requesting  them  to  develop  their  own  Transportation 
Expenditure  Plans  because: 

• San  Mateo  and  Alameda  Counties  have  already  adopted 
Transportation  Expenditure  Plans  and 

• Marin  County  is  currently  evaluating  a Transportation 
Expenditure  Plan. 

Where  there  are  intercounty  implications  associated  with  projects 
listed  in  this  plan,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  shall 
work  cooperatively  with  the  affected  county  or  counties.  Should 
any  projects  require  expenditure  of  funds  outside  the  limits  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  amendments  to  the  state 
legislation  may  be  required. 


Transportation  Efficiency/Productivity  Standards  and  Objectives 

The  Transportation  Authority  shall  direct  all  city  transportation 
agencies  to: 

• Develop  5-year  program  plans  describing  service  and 
capital  improvements  annually.  These  plans  should  be 
coordinated  between  modes  and  agencies . 

• Prepare  long  range  (10-20  years)  comprehensive 
transportation  plans  periodically. 

• Develop  productivity  measurement  methodologies  and 
standards.  Goals  should  be  coordinated  between  city 
transportation  agencies  so  that  they  are  not  working  at 
cross  purposes.  A report  shall  be  made  to  the 
Transportation  Authority  on  progress  towards  meeting 
those  goals  on  an  annual  basis. 

The  Transportation  Authority  should  also  develop  a plan  for 
encouraging  transportation  agencies  to  meet  their  goals,  all  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  plan. 


Environmental  Review 

Environmental  reporting,  review  and  approval  procedures  as 
provided  for  under  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  and/or 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  and  other  applicable 
laws  will  be  carried  out  as  a prerequisite  to  the  implementation 
of  any  project. 
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CITY  & COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
TRANSPORTATION  EXPENDITURE  PLAN 


B.  PLAN  SUMMARY 

The  following  table  summarizes  the  1/2%  sales  tax  revenue  allocations 
by  project  category  and  subcategory  in  constant  1990  dollars. 

SUMMARY  OF  SALES  TAX  ALLOCATIONS 
Category  Allocation 


TRANSIT 

$586,000,000  (65%) 

Subcategory 

Service  Enhancement  & Extensions 
Major  Corridor  Studies  & Construction 
Rehabilitation  & Replacement  Projects 

154. 000.  000 

216. 000.  000 
216,000,000 

STREETS  & TRAFFIC  SAFETY 

$226,000,000  (25%) 

St.  Resurfacing  & Reconstruction 
Traffic  Signals  & Signs 
Major  Capital  Projects 
Street  Tree  Program 

118,000,000 

53.000. 000 

43.000. 000 

12.000. 000 

PARATRANSIT 

$72,000,000  (8%) 

Contract  Van  & Taxi  Services 

72, 000, 000 

TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS  MANAGEMENT  (TSM) 

$18,000,000  (2%) 

Ridesharing  & Transit  Preference 
Bicycle  & Pedestrian  Circulation 

12,000, 000 
6,000,000 

TOTAL  SALES  TAX  REVENUE 

$902,000,000  (100%) 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
TRANSPORTATION  EXPENDITURE  PLAN 


C.  PLAN  DESCRIPTION 


Priority  Program 

The  principle  focus  of  this  plan  is  to  define  a program  of  prioritized 
projects  and  to  insure  that  funding  is  allocated  across  major 
transportation  categories,  i.e.  Transit,  Streets  and  Traffic  Safety, 
Paratransit,  and  Transportation  Systems  Management  (TSM) , and  within 
subcategories.  Subcategories  consist  of  lists  of  projects  exhibiting 
similar  characteristics,  e.g.  transit  service  enhancements  and 
extensions . A two-tier  priority  program  has  been  developed  in 
response  to  these  objectives.  Allocations  of  sales  tax  revenues  are 
made  to  each  of  the  major  transportation  categories  and 
subcategories.  Within  each  subcategory,  individual  projects  have  been 
given  a priority  rating  of  1,  2,  or  3 (1  being  first  priority) . 

The  allocations  between  major  categories  are:  Transit  - 65%,  Streets 

and  Traffic  Safety  - 25%,  Paratransit  - 8%,  and  TSM  - 2%.  This 
reflects  the  city' s transit  first  policy  as  well  as  providing  funding 
for  identified  transportation  needs  within  all  major  categories. 

Within  each  program  subcategory,  the  list  of  projects  shall  be  funded 
using  sales  tax  revenue  up  to  the  total  amount  for  that  subcategory 
and  according  to  the  priority  assigned.  Under  current  revenue 
projections  not  all  projects  listed  could  be  funded.  In  the  event 
that  sales  tax  revenue  for  the  subcategory  runs  out,  lower  priority 
projects  within  the  subcategory  will  not  be  funded.  In  the  event  that 
a surplus  results  after  funding  all  projects  listed  in  a subcategory, 
the  remaining  revenue  will  be  available  for  re-allocation  to  other 
subcategories.  If  the  major  transportation  category  is  fully  funded, 
then  the  money  can  be  shifted  to  an  alternative  category. 

In  this  manner,  implementation  of  top  priority  projects  is  assured. 

The  County  Transportation  Authority  shall  periodically  calculate 
actual  sales  tax  revenue  collections  (in  constant  dollars)  relative  to 
the  amount  originally  projected  in  the  Transportation  Expenditure  Plan 
(see  Technical  Appendix  for  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco 
Transportation  Expenditure  Plan) . Should  actual  collections  exceed 
original  projections,  the  surplus  shall  be  allocated  to  the  Transit, 
Streets  and  Traffic  Safety,  Paratransit,  and  TSM  categories  in  the 
same  proportions  as  originally  outlined  in  the  plan. 
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Project  List 


Each  of  the  project  descriptions  includes  the  following  information: 
description  of  the  project,  priority,  restrictions  on  use  of  sales  tax 
funds,  cost  of  project,  other  funds  available,  shortfall  to  be  funded 
by  the  sales  tax,  and  the  sponsoring  agency.  The  cost  of  project 
identifies  the  cost  to  complete  the  project,  excluding  previously 
allocated  funds . 

Sales  tax  funds  shall  be  used  for  capital  improvements  unless 
otherwise  noted.  The  project  descriptions  specify  which  projects  are 
eligible  for  incremental  operations  and  maintenance  funds. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
TRANSPORTATION  EXPENDITURE  PLAN 


TRANSIT  PROJECTS 


Service  Enhancement  and  Extensions 

Priority  Project 

1 MUNI  Metro  Turnback  - Construction  of  a turnback  for  Metro 

trains  beyond  the  Embarcadero  Station  to  allow  more  frequent 
and  reliable  Market  Street  subway  service  without  recurrent 
delays.  Includes  capital  and  incremental  operations  and 
maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $130.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be 
funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $20.5  million.  Other  Funds:  $109.5 
million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 MUNI  Metro  Extension  - Extension  of  MUNI  Metro  from  the 

Embarcadero  Turnback  to  the  Caltrain  Terminal  at  4th  and 
Townsend  Streets.  Includes  capital  and  incremental 
operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $68.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $48.0  million.  Other 
Funds:  $20.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 Mission  Bay  Metro  Extension  - Extension  of  Metro  service  from  4th 

& Townsend  to  16th  & Owens  to  the  new  Metro  East  facility. 
Includes  capital  and  incremental  operations  and  maintenance 
costs.  Cost:  $31.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $13.0  million.  Other  Funds:  $18.0  million. 
Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 F-Llne  Streetcar  - Expansion  of  historic  streetcar  service  along 

The  Embarcadero  Roadway  to  the  heart  of  Fisherman's  Wharf 
and  along  Upper  Market  Street  to  Castro.  Includes  capital 
and  incremental  operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost: 
$65.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $40.0 
million.  Other  Funds:  $25.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 Metro  Subway  Signal  System  - Provide  faster  more  frequent  Metro 

subway  service.  Cost:  $23.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be 
funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $5.0  million.  Other  Funds:  $18.0 
million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 Metro  Accessibility  Improvements  - Improvements  to  the  system 

safety  for  the  disabled  within  the  MUNI  Metro  subway.  Cost: 
$0.5  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $0.1 
million.  Other  Funds:  $0.4  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 Presidio  Facilities  Redevelopment  - To  accommodate  MUNI's  expanded 

articulated  trolley  fleet.  Cost:  $32.0  million.  Shortfall 
to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $1.5  million.  Other  Funds:  $30.5 
million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 
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1 Metro  East  LRV  Facility  - Development  of  a new  storage  and 

maintenance  facility  to  accommodate  an  expanded  LRV  fleet. 
Includes  capital  and  incremental  operations  ana  maintenance 
costs.  Cost:  $83.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $18.0  million.  Other  Funds:  $65.0  million. 
Sponsor  - MUNI . 

1 Geneva  Modifications  - Restoration  and  rehabilitation  of  Geneva 
facilities  including  conversion  of  overhead  and  fixed 
facilities  to  accommodate  and  better  maintain  PCC  cars. 

Cost:  $4.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 
$0.1  million.  Other  Funds:  $3.9  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

2 Mission  Bay  Trolley  Rerouting/Extensions  - Rerouting  and  extensions 
of  MUNI  routes  22,  30  and  47  to  improve  service  to  Mission 
Bay/Potrero  Hill.  Includes  capital  and  incremental 
operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $18.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $5.5  million.  Other 
Funds:  $12.5  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

2 Trolley  Coach  Electrification  - Conversion  of  MUNI  9,  42,  and  71 

routes  from  diesel  to  trolley  coach  operation.  Cost:  $22.0 
million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $1.0 
million.  Other  Funds:  $21.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

2 Extension  of  MUNI  Route  14  to  Daly  City  BART  Station  - Extension  of 
existing  trolley  coach  service  from  existing  terminal  at 
Mission  Street/San  Jose  Avenue  to  Daly  City  BART  station. 
Includes  capital  and  incremental  operations  and  maintenance 
costs.  Cost:  $4.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales 
Tax:  $2.0  million.  Other  Funds:  $2.0  million.  Sponsor  - 
MUNI . 

3 Ferry  Terminal  Expansion  - Expansion  of  existing  ferry  terminal 
in  order  to  accommodate  additional  ferry  service.  Cost: 

$1.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $0.1 
million.  Other  Funds:  $0.9  million.  Sponsor  - Port. 


Major  Transit  Corridors 
Priority  Project 

1,2  Major  Transit  Corridor  Planning/Environmental  Fund  - Planning  and 

environmental  studies  to  determine  future  local  and  regional 
transit  service  improvements  from  downtown  San  Francisco 
along  the  Third  Street /Bayshore  Corridor  (Priority  1), 
transit  service  improvements  along  the  Geary  Corridor 
between  downtown  and  the  Richmond  District  (Priority  1), 
transit  service  improvements  along  a North  Beach  Corridor 
between  Market  Street  and  the  North  Beach  neighborhood 
(Priority  2),  and  transit  service  improvement s on  Van  Ness 
Avenue  (Priority  2).  Cost:  $10.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be 
funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $10.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 
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2,3  Major  Transit  Corridor  Capital  Construction  Fund  - Construction  fund  for 
fixed  guideway  capital  improvements  in  the  Bayshore,  Geary, 
(Priority  2)  and  North  Beach  (Priority  3)  corridors.  The 
type  of  transit  improvements  and  the  full  cost  of  these 
projects  will  be  determined  during  the  Planning  and 
Environmental  Studies.  The  cost  noted  here  would  represent 
the  city's  contribution  to  construction.  It  is  anticipated 
that  additional  federal,  state,  or  local  funds  would  be 
available.  Cost:  To  exceed  $206.0  million.  Total  Cost  to 
be  determined.  Amount  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $206.0 
million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 


Rehabilitation  and  Replacement 

Priority  Project 

1 Vehicles  - Replacement  of  MUNI  diesel  buses,  trolley  coaches 

and  light  rail  vehicles  and  reconstruction  of  historic 
streetcar  and  cable  car  fleets.  Includes  capital  and 
incremental  operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $623.0 
million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $146.0 
million.  Other  Funds:  $477.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 Guldeways  - Upgrading  and  rehabilitation  and  replacement  of 

rail  and  overhead  trolley  wire  throughout  the  MUNI  system. 

Cost:  $118  .0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales 

Tax:  $3.0  million.  Other  Funds:  $115.0  million.  Sponsor  - 
MUNI . # 

1 Facilities  - Renovate  and/or  replace  MUNI  maintenance  facilities 

including  1401  Bryant,  Woods,  and  24th  & Utah.  New 
maintenance  equipment.  Operator  restrooms.  New  fareboxes. 
Elevator  and  escalator  repair.  Revenue  center  and  equipment 
repair.  MUNI  Metro  rail  maintenance  equipment. 

Miscellaneous  maintenance  and  repair.  Includes  capital  and 
incremental  operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $236.0 
million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $62.0 
million.  Other  Funds:  $174.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

1 Graffiti  Prevention  - Security  improvements  at  MUNI  facilities  to 

prevent  graffiti  and  expand  vehicle  cleaning  facilities. 

This  cost  reflects  only  capital  improvements  for  a graffiti 
prevention  program.  Cost:  $5.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be 
funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $5.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 
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STREETS  AND  TRAFFIC  SAFETY  PROJECTS 
Street  Resurfacing  and  Reconstruction 


Priority 

Project 

1,2 

Street  Resurfacing  - Repaving  and  reconstructing  city  streets  to 
prevent  the  deterioration  of  the  roadway  system.  The 
streets  to  be  repaved  are  selected  in  accordance  with  the 
City' s Pavement  Management  System  which  considers  pavement 
condition,  bus  and  trolley  use,  and  automobile  and  truck 
traffic.  The  top  44%  of  the  streets  identified  are  Priority 
1 projects  and  the  remaining  56%  are  Priority  2 projects. 
Cost:  $340.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 
$254.5  million.  Other  Funds:  $85.5  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

1 

Seismic  Reinforcement  - Earthquake  reinforcement  for  bridges, 
ducts  and  walls  throughout  the  city.  Cost:  $2.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $2.0  million.  Sponsor 
- DPW. 

2 

Railroad  Track  Removal/Repair  - Removal  of  obsolete  railroad 
tracks  on  city  streets  and  repair  of  the  pavement  adjacent 
to  active  railroad  tracks.  Cost:  $6.0  million.  Shortfall 
to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $5.0  million.  Other  Funds:  $1.0 
million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 

Sidewalk  Repair  - Reconstruction  of  sidewalks  in  front  of  city 
maintained  property  and  near  city  maintained  street  trees. 
Cost:  $7.5  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 
$7.5  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 

Street  Repair  and  Cleaning  Equipment  - Purchase  of  street 
maintenance  and  cleaning  equipment,  such  as  asphalt  pavers, 
dump  trucks,  sweepers,  and  front-end  loaders  for  city 
crews.  Cost:  $17.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax;  $17.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

Traffic  Signals  and  Street  Signs 


Priority 

Project 

1,2 

Signal  Upgrading  - Replacement  of  worn  out  traffic  signal 
equipment  for  which  replacement  parts  are  no  longer 
available.  The  top  42%  of  the  signal  upgrades  proposed  are 
Priority  1 projects  and  the  remaining  58%  are  Priority  2 
projects.  Cost:  $119.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $119.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 
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1 Street  Name  Signs  - Placement  of  street  name  signs  throughout 
the  city.  Many  streets  are  inadequately  identified  which 
causes  confusion  for  motorists  and  transit  users.  Cost: 

$1.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $1.0 
million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Install  Raised  Reflective  Lane  Markings  - Installation  of  raised 
reflective  pavement  markers  on  city  streets  for  better 
delineation  of  traffic  lanes  at  night  and  during  wet 
weather.  Cost:  $2.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $2.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 New  Traffic  Signals  - Installation  of  traffic  signals  at  selected 

unsignalized  intersections.  The  locations  of  intersections 
are  determined  by  the  Traffic  Engineering  Bureau' s priority 
list.  Includes  capital  and  incremental  maintenance  costs. 
Cost:  $8.5  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 

$8.5  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Traffic  Control  Systems  - Minor  additions  and  modifications  to  the 

city's  traffic  control  systems  including:  special  warning 
signs,  pedestrian  guidance  systems,  pavement  bars  and 
special  test  installations  to  improve  traffic  safety  and 
efficiency.  Cost:  $1.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $1.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Traffic  Engineering  Equipment  - Replacement  of  traffic  engineering 

equipment  such  as  line  painting  machines  and  traffic  count 
devices.  Cost:  $4.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $4.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Army  Street  Circle  - Modification  of  southbound  ramp  connection 

from  Highway  101  to  eastbound  Army  Street  to  increase  radius 
for  large  trucks.  Cost:  $0.1  million.  Shortfall  to  be 
funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $0.1  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Potrero  Avenue  - Rechannelization  and  modification  of  traffic 

signals  on  Potrero  Avenue  between  Division  Street  and  Army 
Street  to  improve  traffic  and  pedestrian  safety  and  traffic 
efficiency.  Cost:  $0.4  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $0.4  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 


Major  Capital  Projects 
Priority  Project 

1 Embarcadero  Roadway  - Creation  of  a waterfront  boulevard  along 

The  Embarcadero  and  King  Street  from  North  Point  Street  in 
Fisherman's  Wharf  to  6th  Street  in  Mission  Bay.  Includes 
capital  and  incremental  operations  and  maintenance  costs. 
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Cost:  $101.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 
$35.0  million.  Other  Funds:  $66.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

1 19th  and  Holloway  Safety  Improvements  - Safety  improvements  along 

19th  Avenue  extending  from  Eucalyptus  to  Junipero  Serra. 

This  is  intended  to  reduce  conflicts  between  auto  traffic 
and  pedestrians  boarding  streetcars  on  the  19th  Avenue 
median,  particularly  at  San  Francisco  State  (Holloway 
Street) . Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax  expenditure 
limited  to  Planning  & Engineering.  Cost:  $30.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $4.5  million.  Other 
Funds:  $25.5  million.  Sponsor  - DPW/MUNI . 

1 Candlestick  Park  Short-Range  Traffic  Improvements  - Traffic  signal 
improvements  near  Candlestick  Park  to  improve  traffic  flow 
and  reduce  impacts  of  Candlestick  Park  traffic  on  nearby 
neighborhoods.  Cost:  $1.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded 
by  Sales  Tax:  $1.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Bernal  Heights  Street  System  Upgrading  - Construction  of  streets  in 
Bernal  Heights  where  existing  streets  are  unimproved  or 
below  city  standards  to  ensure  adequate  emergency  vehicle 
response  times  for  the  community.  Cost:  $6.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $6.0  million.  Sponsor 
- DPW. 

2 Hunters  Point  Industrial  Connector  - Industrial  by-pass  route  east  of 

Third  Street  between  Innes  and  Carroll  Avenues  by  way  of  the 
Hunters  Point  Naval  Shipyard  to  divert  truck  traffic  off 
residential  streets.  Sales  tax  expenditure  limited  to 
Planning  & Environmental  studies.  Cost:  $3.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $ 0.3  million.  Other 
Funds:  $2.7  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Undergrounding  Crossover  Drive  through  Golden  Gate  Park  - Explore  the 

undergrounding  of  Crossover  Drive  between  Lincoln  Way  and 
Fulton  Street  in  Golden  Gate  Park.  Sales  tax  expenditure 
limited  to  Planning  & Environmental  studies.  Cost:  $100.0 
million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $2.0 
million.  Other  Funds:  $98.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

2 Third  Street  Median  Islands  - Construction  of  landscaped  median 

islands  with  left  turn  lanes  along  Third  Street  between 
China  Basin  and  Jamestown  Ave . to  improve  traffic  safety  and 
reduce  congestion  in  this  main  transportation  corridor. 

Cost:  $7.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 

$7.0  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 
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Street  Trees 


Priority 

Project 

1,2 

Planting  and  Maintenance  of  Existing  Street  Trees  - Improved  maintenance 
of  existing  trees  in  public  rights-of-way.  First  $6.0 
million  is  Priority  1 and  the  remaining  is  Priority  2. 

Cost:  $8.5  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 
$8.5  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

1,2 

Planting  and  Maintenance  of  Additional  Trees  - Planting  additional 
street  trees  on  major  thoroughfares  throughout  the  city. 
Includes  capital  and  incremental  operations  and  maintenance 
costs.  First  $5.5  million  is  Priority  1 and  the  remaining 
is  Priority  2.  Cost:  $7.5  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded 
by  Sales  Tax:  $7.5  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 

PARATRANSIT  SERVICES 

Expansion  of  Paratranslt  Door-to-Door  Van  and  Taxi  Service  Levels 


Priority 

Project 

1,2 

Additional  Service  to  Address  Current  and  Projected  Waiting  List  Growth  and 
Provide  Services  to  Persons  with  AIDS  and  Frail  Elders  - Increased 
funding  for  van  and  taxi  services  to  expand  services  to  meet 
current  and  projected  waiting  list  growth  for  taxi,  group 
van,  and  lift  van  services  for  persons  with  disabilities, 
including  frail  seniors.  Also  additional  services  for 
persons  with  AIDS  and  for  clients  of  the  expanding  Adult  Day 
Health  Care  system.  The  first  $72.0  million  is  Priority  1 
and  the  remaining  $3.0  million  is  Priority  2.  Sales  tax 
funding  for  service  operation.  Cost:  $147.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $75.0  million.  Other 
Funds:  $72.0  million.  Sponsor  - MUNI. 

TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS  MANAGEMENT  PROJECTS 
Rldesharlng  and  Transit  Promotion 


Priority 

Project 

1,2 

Transit  Preferential  Streets  - Includes  designation  of  streets  and 
lanes  for  exclusive  transit  use;  sidewalk  widenings  at  bus 
stops;  traffic  signal  modifications  to  improve  transit  flow; 
reduction  and  relocation  of  bus  stops;  possible  removal  of 
unnecessary  stop  signs  along  transit  and  bicycle  routes;  and 
15 

modifications  to  the  on-street  truck  loading  and  parking 
zones  downtown.  The  first  $3.0  million  is  Priority  1 and 
the  remaining  $0.5  million  is  Priority  2.  Includes  capital 
and  incremental  operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost: 

$4.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $3.5 
million.  Other  Funds:  $0.5  million.  Sponsor  - DCP/DPW/MUNI . 

1 Sterling  Street  HOV  Lanes  on  Eastbound  Approach  to  Bay  Bridge  - Extend 

the  existing  lane  for  High  Occupancy  Vehicles  on  Second  or 
Bryant  Streets  to  provide  travel  time  savings  for  carpools 
and  vanpools  on  the  eastbound  approach  to  the  Bay  Bridge . 
Cost:  $0.5  million.  Includes  capital  and  incremental 
operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by 
Sales  Tax:  $0.4  million.  Other  Funds:  $0.1  million. 

Sponsor  - DPW. 

1 Transportation  Brokerage  Program  - Increase  staff  monitoring  of  the 

Brokerage  Program  which  requires  developers  and  institutions 
to  distribute  ridesharing  materials  and  transit  information 
to  employees  at  new  office  buildings  or  established 
institutions.  Cost:  $4.0  million.  Includes  operations  and 
maintenance  costs.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax: 

$3.5  million.  Other  Funds:  $.5  million.  Sponsor  - DCP . 

1,2  Transportation  Management  Association  Program  - This  program  would 
assist  in  coordinating  transit  and  ridesharing  marketing 
activities  for  the  entire  downtown.  The  program  would 
include  an  educational  element,  transit  pass  sales  and 
carpool  matching,  possibly  using  a downtown  "store"  similar 
to  Berkeley  Trip.  The  program  might  ultimately  be  expanded 
to  serve  institutions  as  well.  The  first  $4.5  million  is 
Priority  1 and  the  remaining  $0.5  million  is  Priority  2. 
Includes  operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $5.0 
million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $5.0 
million.  Sponsor  - DCP. 


Bicycle  and  Pedestrian 

Priority  Project 

1,2  Bicycle,  Pedestrian,  and  Elderly  & Handicapped  Accessibility  Projects  - San 

Francisco  portion  of  regional  hiking  and  bicycle  trails 
around  the  bay  and  between  ridge  top  parks;  various  bicycle 
projects  such  as  additional  bicycle  lanes,  improved  signage, 
additional  bicycle  racks  and  other  facilities  and 
educational  and  safety  programs;  and  provision  of  drop  curbs 
at  intersections  to  permit  ease  of  movement  for  the  mobility 
impaired.  The  first  $4.0  million  is  Priority  1 and  the 
remaining  is  Priority  2.  Includes  capital  and  incremental 
operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $6.0  million. 
Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $4.5  million.  Other 
Funds:  $1.5  million.  Sponsor  - DPW. 
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1,2 


Downtown  Pedestrian  Projects  - Improvement  of  existing  alleyways 
as  pedestrian/open  space  areas  for  pedestrian  convenience 
and  aesthetic  enjoyment  and  architectural  treatments  for  the 
improvement  of  the  pedestrian  environment  on  designated 
sidewalks  such  as  Second  Street,  Montgomery  Street  and  Union 
Square  area  streets.  The  first  $2.0  million  is  Priority  1 
and  the  remaining  is  Priority  2.  Includes  capital  and 
incremental  operations  and  maintenance  costs.  Cost:  $3.0 
million.  Shortfall  to  be  funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $3.0 
million.  Sponsor  - DCP/DPW. 

3 Pedestrian  Connections  and  Transit  Access  - Provision  of 

grade-separated  pedestrian  crossings  at  high  volume 
pedestrian  locations  and  to  provide  access  to  major  transit 
facilities.  For  example,  Kezar  Stadium  to  Golden  Gate  Park 
or  from  the  proposed  new  main  library  to  the  Civic  Center 
Metro/BART  station.  Cost:  $5.0  million.  Shortfall  to  be 
funded  by  Sales  Tax:  $5.0  million.  Sponsor  - DCP/DPW. 
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SALES  TAX  REVENUE  ESTIMATES 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Public  Utilities  Commission 


FINANCE  BUREAU 


March  30,  1989 


To:  Rebecca  Kohl  strand 

City  Planning 


re: 


re: 


From: 

1 nance 


You  asked  that  PUC  Finance  review  the  calculation  of  estimated  revenue  from 
the  1/2  cent  sales  tax.  I have  done  so,  and  believe  the  $911 -$91 3 range 
currently  being  used  Is  reasonable. 

One  set  of  data  available  from  MTC/DH&S/ABAG  shows  annual  revenue  starting  at 
$41.1  million  In  1990,  and  Increasing  to  $52.1  million  by  2009  (all  In  89 
constant  dollars).  This  would  generate  $932  million  over  that  span. 

The  data  you  have  been  working  with  has  substantial  discounts  the  first  2-1/2 
years  allowing  for  collection  problems  and  then  Is  slightly  less  per  year  than 
the  MTC  model  for  a total  of  $911  million. 

Finally,  John  Madden  of  the  Controller's  office,  while  generally  agreeing  with 
early  year  estimates,  would  not  be  as  optimistic  about  future  year  growth.  He 
Is  looking  at  4. 5-5.0%  CPI  growth  Instead  of  the  5.3%  projected  In  other 
studies.  Also,  he  Is  not  counting  on  any  real  growth  as  opposed  to  the  1.3% 
projected  In  other  studies.  Assuming  no  real  growth,  the  tax  would  collect 
only  $810  million  over  20  years.  While  this  may  be  an  appropriately 
conservative  way  for  the  Conroller  to  project  revenue  for  budgetary  purposes. 
It  would  appear  to  be  unnecessarily  constrictive  for  our  purpose. 

Given  the  higher  MTC  projection  and  the  probability  of  collecting  90%  of  our 
projection  even  If  no  real  growth  occurs,  I believe  the  range  of  $911 -$91 3 
million  Is  reasonable  for  sales  tax  purposes. 


EH:ved 

cc:  John  Madden,  Controller 
Gall  Bloom,  Finance  Bureau 
Lee  Knight,  Finance  Bureau 
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STAXREV2 


SALES  TAX  REVENUE  PROJECTIONS 
YEARS:  1990-2009 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
1989/90  DOLLARS 

DCP  3/31/89 


FISCAL 

YEAR 


SAN  FRANCISCO  REVISED 
MTC  PROJECTIONS  PROJECTIONS 

PESSIMISTIC  CASE  (W/0  ADMIN  COSTS) 


1990 

$33,339 

$33,006 

1991 

$37,741 

$37 , 3*4 

1992 

$41,478 

$41,063 

1993 

$42,859 

$42,430 

1994 

$42,701 

$42,274 

1995 

$43,324 

$42,891 

1996 

$43,935 

$43,496 

1997 

$44,534 

$44,089 

1998 

$45, 139 

$44,688 

1999 

$45,753 

$45,295 

2000 

$46,374 

$45,910 

2001 

$46,967 

$46, 497 

2002 

$47,530 

$47,055 

2003 

$48, 100 

$47,619 

2004 

$48,677 

$48,190 

2005 

$49,260 

$48,7*7 

2006 

$49,824 

$49,326 

2007 

$50,521 

$50,016 

2008 

$51,175 

$50,663 

2009 

$51,838 

$51,320 

$911,069 

$901,958 

SALES  TAX  REVENUE  PROJECTIONS  STAXREV2 

YEARS:  1990-2009 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
INFLATED  DOLLARS 

DCF'  3/31/89 


SAN  FRANCISCO  REVISED 


FISCAL 

INFLATION 

MTC  PROJECTIONS 

PROJECTIONS 

YEAR 

RATES 

PESSIMISTIC  CASEO 

(W/0  ADMIN  COSTS) 

1990 

1 . 042 

$37,538 

$37,162 

1991 

1 . 044 

$44,364 

$43,920 

1992 

1 . 048 

$51,097 

$50,586 

1993 

1 . 048 

$55, 333 

$54,779 

1994 

1 . 048 

$57,775 

$57, 197 

1995 

1 . 048 

$61,431 

$60,817 

1996 

1 . 053 

$65, 600 

$64,944 

1997 

1 . 054 

$70,085 

$69,334 

1998 

1 . 053 

$74,802 

$74,054 

1999 

1 . 055 

$79, 989 

$79, 189 

2000 

1 . 055 

$85,534 

$84,679 

2001 

1 . 054 

$91,306 

$90,393 

2002 

1 . 052 

$97,205 

$96,233 

2003 

1 . 053 

$103,584 

$102,549 

2004 

1 . 054 

$110,488 

$109,383 

2005 

1 . 056 

$118,072 

$116,892 

2006 

1 . 055 

$125,993 

$124,733 

2007 

1 . 055 

$134,782 

$133,434 

2008 

1 . 054 

$143,899 

$142,460 

2009 

1 . 054 

$153,634 

$152,098 

$1,762,509 

$1,744,884 

nznmmmmu 


alf-cent  sales  tax  ccl lections 


>ar 

Escalated 

Factor 

Constant 

Factor 

No  Growth 

19S9 

$40 , 475,413 

0 . 060205 

$40,475,415 

0.016496 

$40,475, 4:5 

1990 

$42,912,25: 

0.062197 

$41, 143,098 

0. 015039 

$40, 475, 415 

1991 

$45,531,27- 

0. 063294 

$4  1 . 76 1 , 863 

0.0 15039 

$40,475,415 

1=92 

$4B, 466,313 

0. 063761 

$42,389,935 

0.015039 

$40,475,415 

1 993 

$31,556,590 

0 . 06376 1 

$43,027,452 

0. 015039 

$40,475, 415 

1994 

$54,843,90" 

0.066298 

$43,674,557 

0. 015039 

$40,475,415 

1995 

$53, 479,990 

0 . 0647  12 

$44,331,394 

0,010643 

$40. 475, 415 

1996 

$62,264, 3BT 

0. 064712 

$44 , 303,226 

0. 010643 

$40,475,415 

1997 

$66,293’ 6S7 

0, 068234 

$45, 280,079 

0.010643 

$40,475,415 

1998 

$70,817,225 

0.063217 

$45, 762,007 

0. 010643 

$40, 475,415 

1999 

$75, 294, 109 

■j . 066228 

$46 , 249,064 

0.010643 

$40, 475, 415 

2000 

$80,280,737 

0. 067699 

$46, 741,306 

0. 012037 

$40,475,415 

200  1 

$85, 7 15, 6~9 

0. 067699 

$47,303, 938 

0.012037 

$40,475,415 

2002 

$91,518,582 

0. 067698 

$47,873,344 

0. 012037 

$40,475,415 

2003 

$97,714,293 

0.067699 

$48, 449, 603 

$40,475,415 

2004 

$104,329,476 

0. 067699 

$*:?.  032,798 

0. 012037 

$40,475,415 

2005 

$1 11,392, 498 

0, 067699 

$49, 623,014 

0. 0 12037 

$40,475,415 

2006 

$113, 933,682 

0.067699 

$50 , 220 , 334 

0. 012037 

$40,475,415 

2007 

$126,935, 397 

0 . 067699 

$50,824,844 

0.012037 

$40, 475, 4 15 

20  OB 
2009 

$135,532,208 
$144, 761, 015 

0.067699 

$51,436,631 
$52,055, 782 

0.012037 

$40, 475,415 
$40,475,415 

ace  i 

rate  change 

0.065795 

0.012662 

d t a 1 c o 1 lest i o ns 


199=1-200= 


1. 1 , 984 , 26* 
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Paratranslt 


PROGRAM  : 


Paratransit 


| | 3.  COST  AND  RANK  BY  PROGRAM  YEAR  | 

l 

1 

1 1 
1 Z 1 B 

1 1 
1 ? 1 

1 

1 

i 

| CONSTANT  DOLLAR 

PROJECT  NAME  AND 

| FY  1989-90 

i 1 A 

1 E 1 

CONSTANT 

1 

| LOCAL  MATCH 

INFLATED  | 

DESCRIPTION 

| CONSTANT 

(ESC  | N 

! A | 

DOLLAR 

1 

FUND  | 

DOLLAR  | 

| DOLLARS  COSI 

|RT.  | K 

1 B | 

FEDERAL 

! 

CODE | SALES  TAI  L0CAL/RE6I0NAL 

STATE  | 

TOTAL  | 

atransit  Service 

1 

| $4,615,000 

1 1 
1 1 1 

1 1 1 

1' 

1 

1 1 1 
| $1,038,000  | $3,577,000  | 

$4,615,000  | 

| $5,652,000 

1 57.  | 

I 2 | 

1 

| $2,075,000  | $3,577,000  | 

$5,934,600  | 

| $6,690,000 

1 57.) 

1 3 | 

1 

| $3,113,000  | $3,577,000  | 

$7,275,725  | 

| $7,727,000 

1 57 1 

1 A 1 

1 

| $4,150,000  | $3,577,000  | 

$8,944,96 8 | 

| $7,727,000 

1 57.| 

I 5 | 

1 

| $4,150,000  | $3,577,000  | 

$9,392,217  | 

| $38,183,000 

1 57.| 

|10  | 

1 

| $20, 298, 000  | $17,885,000  | 

$53,727,315  | 

| $38,183,000 

1 57.| 

1 15  | 

1 

| $20,298,000  | $17,885,000  | 

$68,571,182  | 

| $38,183,000 

1 5Z| 

1 20  | 

1 

| $20,298,000  | $17,885,000  | 

$87,516,135  | 

| $146,960,000 

1 1 

| TOT  | 

1 

| $75,420,000  | $71,540,000  | 

| S246,077, 142  | 

— i I I I I II  I I I i 

DATE  : 
LEAD  AGENCY  : 


14-Apr-89 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 


WORKSHEET  CODE  :Huni 
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DATE  : 
LtAEl  AOcNCl  : 


24-Aor~8? 

San  Francisco  flunicioai  fiaiinav 


N0RK6h£tT  CODE  snuni 

wOfftxSHEET  NAME  :T8ni45.MKi 

PAGE  : i 
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3.  COST  Anu  RANK.  6»  PROGRAM  l£AR 

; ; i 

R 

: t 

: ; INFLATED  DOLLAR 

2.  PROJECT  NAME  AND 

: Fr  1989-%  : 

A 

; E 

inflated  : ; local  hatch 

INFLATED 

DESCRIPTION 

: CONSTANT  .ESC 

N 

. A 

DullAR  ; FUftiUi 

dollar 

: DulLARS  COST  ;RT. 

K 

; R 

FEDERAL  ; CODE:  SAlES  TAx  LOCAL /REGIONAL  STATE 

total 

:aratrarisit  Service 

: $4,615,000  ; 

1 

; l 

: : $1,038,000  : $3,577,000  : 

$4,615,000 

i5.e52.000  ; 5X 

: 2 

: . $2,178,750  : $3,755,850  i 

$5,934,600 

: *6, 6%.  000  : 57. 

: 3 

: : $3,432,083  : $3,942,643  : 

$7,375,725 

: $7,727,000  ; 5a 

; 4 

; : $4,804,144  : $4,140,825  ; 

$8,944,968 

: *>,727.00o  : 57. 

: 5 

: $5,044,351  : $4,347,866  : 

$9,392,217 

, 138,183.000  . 5a 

:iO 

: : $28,561,324  I $25,165,991  ! 

$53,727,315 

$ 38. 183,000  : 5‘a 

il5 

: : $36,452,292  ! $32,118,890  : 

$68,571,182 

; 138, 183,000  : 51 

;20 

: : $4o, 523,388  : $40,992,748  s 

$87,516,135 

' 

; $146,960,000  : 

I TOT 

: :$128, 034,331  !$118, 042,812  : 

$246,077,143 

Transportation  Systems  Management 


PROGRAM  : Transoortation  Systems  Management  Programs  and  Projects 


DATE  : 
LEAD  AGENCY  : 


24-Apr— 8? 

San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 


WORKSHEET  CODE  :DPw 

WORKSHEET  NAME  :TSMl43.WKl 

PAGE  : 1 

OF  : 2 


: 

3.  COST  Af 

KD  rant 

i BY  PROGRAM  YEAR 

/. 

R : Y 

CONSTANT  dollar 

2.  PROJECT  NAME  AND 

FY  1989-90 

A : E 

CONSTANT 

local  match 

INFLATED 

DESCRIPTION 

CONSTANT 

ESC 

N : A 

dollar 

fund 

DCllAR 

dollars  cost 

RT. 

K : R 

federal 

CODE 

SALES  TAX  lOCAl/REGIONAl 

STATE 

total 

Bicycle,  Pedestrian 

*298,000 

l : l 

*0 

: TDA 

: *198,000 

; *100,000  : 

*298,000 

titH  Accessibility 

*298,000 

52 

: 2 

*0  I 

1 TDA 

1 *202,762  I 

l *95,238  : 

*312,900 

*298,000 

52:  : 3 

*0 

i TDA 

: *207,297 

; *90,703  : 

*328,545 

Priority  One,  Two 

*298,000 

52 

! 4 

*0  i 

: TDA  ; 

: *211,616  : 

! *86,384  : 

*344,972 

*298,000 

52:  l 5 

*0  i 

1 TDA 

: *215,730  ; 

! *82,270  ! 

*362,221 

*1,490,000 

52 

: 10 

*0  : 

1 TDA  I 

1 *1,134,659  ; 

*355,341  i 

*2,096,580 

Includes  18,000/yr-  G&n 

*1,490,000 

52 

:i5 

*0 

: TDA 

: 5i,2n,58i  ; 

! *278,419  : 

*2,675,826 

*1,490,000 

52 

: 20 

*0  : 

; TDA  : 

; *1,271,852 

*218,148  : 

*3,415,107 

*5,960,000 

STOT 

*0 

: *4,653,497  ; 

: *1,306,503  : 

*0 

*9,834,151 

Downtown  Pec.  Projects 

*160,000 

2 : i 

*0 

*160,000 

*160,000 

*lo0,000 

52 

: 2 

*0 

*160,000 

1168,000 

Priority  One,  Two 

*160,000 

52 

: 3 

*0 

*160,000 

*176,400 

*le>0,000 

52 

; 4 

*0 

*lo0,000 

*185,220 

*160,000 

52 

: 5 

*0 

*160,000 

*194,481 

includes  15,000/yr  O&ii 

*800,000 

52 

:io 

*0 

*300,000 

*1,125,680 

*800,000 

52 

;i5 

*0 

*800,000 

*1,436,685 

*800,000 

52 

;20 

*0 

*800,000 

*1,833,615 

*3,200,000 

;Tcnr 

*0 

*3,200,000 

*0 

*0 

*5,280,081 

HOV  Lanes  fe  Sterling  St. 

*0 

3 : l 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

52 

: 2 

*0 

*0 

*0 

Priority  One 

*0 

52 

; 3 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

52 

; 4 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

52 

: 5 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*250,000 

52 

:iO 

*0 

*150,000 

*100,000 

*351,775 

Includes  *25, OOG/yr Enforce 

*125,000 

52 

;i5 

*0 

*125,000 

*0 

*224,432 

*125,000 

52 

:20 

*0 

*125,000 

*0 

*286,502 

*500,000 

;TOT 

*0 

*400,000 

*100,000 

*0 

*862,799 

Brokerage  it  THA  Programs 

*445,000 

4 i l 

*0 

GF 

*412,500 

*32,500 

*445,000 

*445,000 

52 

i 2 

*0 

GF 

*412,500 

*32,500 

*467,250 

Priority  One 

*445,000 

52 

: 3 

*0 

GF 

*412,500 

*32,500 

*490,613 

*445,000 

52 

: 4 

*0 

GF 

*412,500 

*32,500 

*515,143 

*445,000 

52 

: 5 

*0 

GF 

*412,500 

*32,500 

*540,900 

*2,225,000 

52 

:iO 

*0 

GF 

*2,062,500 

*162,500 

*3,130,798 

Ail  C&n 

*2,225,000 

52 

il5 

*0 

GF 

*2,062,500 

*162,500 

*3,995,780 

*2/225,000 

52 

: 20 

*0 

GF 

*2,062,500 

*162,500 

*5,099,741 

■ *8,900,000 

iTOT 

*0 

GF 

*8,250,000 

*650,000 

*0 

*14,685,225 

PROGRAM  s Transportation  Systems  Manageaent  Programs  and  Projects 


DATE  : 24-Apr-89 

LEAD  AGENCY  : San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 


WORKSHEET  CODE  :DPw 
WORKSHEET  NAME  :TSni43$.WKl 
PAiiE  : 

OF  : 


3.  COST  AND  RANK  BY  PROGRAM  YEAR 


2.  PROJECT  NAME  AND 
DESCRIPTION 

Ft  1989-90 
CONSTANT 
DOLLARS  COST 

X 

ESC 

RT. 

R i Y 
A ; E 
n ; A 
K : R 

CONSTANT 

DOLLAR 

federal 

Fund 

CODE 

CONSTANT  DOLLAR 

local  hatch 

sales  TAX  LGCAL/REGIONAl 

STATE 

INFLATED 

dollar 

total 

Transit  Pref.  Streets 

*215, OCO 

5 ; l 

*41,800 

FAU 

*173,200 

*0 

*215,00 

*215,000 

5 

: 2 

*39,810 

FAU 

*175,190 

*0 

*225,75 

Priority  One,  Two 

*215.000 

5 

; 3 

*37,914 

FAU 

*177,086 

*0 

*237,03 

*215,000 

5 

: 4 

*3o,l08 

FAU 

*178,892 

*0 

*248,88- 

*215,000 

5 

; 5 

*34,389 

FAU 

*180,611 

*0 

*261,33 

*1,075,000 

5 

: 10 

*143,532 

FAU 

*926,468 

*0 

*1,512,63 

Includes  *1.8  hi 'l lion  CfeM 

*1,075,000 

5 

;i5 

*116,379 

FAu 

*958,621 

*0 

*1,930,54. 

11,075,000 

5 

:20 

*91,186 

FAU 

*983,814 

*0 

*2,463,92< 

*4,300,000 

; TOT 

*546, 1 IS 

FAU 

*3,753,882 

*0 

*0 

*7,095, 10*. 

Pedestrian  Connections  and 

*0 

6 : l 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*( 

Transit  Access 

*0 

5 

: 2 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

Priority  Three 

*0 

5 

; 3 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*< 

*0 

5 

; 4 

*0 

*0 

*0 

* 

*0 

5 

: 5 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*( 

*2,500,000 

5 

; io 

*0 

*2,500,000 

*0 

*3,517,751 

*2,500,000 

5 

;i5 

*0 

*2,500,000 

*0 

*4,489,64] 

*0 

5 

:20 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*( 

*5,000,000 

;TOT 

*0 

*5,000,000 

*0 

*0 

*8,007,391 

7 ; l 

SO 

*0 

*0 

« 

*0 

5 

: 2 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*C 

*0 

5 

: 3 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5 

: 4 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5 

; 5 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*( 

*0 

5 

: io 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5 

; 15 

SG 

*0 

*0 

K 

*0 

5 

:20 

SG 

*0 

*0 

1C 

*0 

;tot 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*c 

8 : i 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5 

: 2 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5 

: 3 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5 

; 4 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5‘ 

; 5 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5 

: 10 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5‘ 

115 

*0 

*c 

*0 

5* 

120 

*0 

*0 

*'0 

:TOT 

*0 

*0 

PROGRAM 
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WORKSHEET  NAME  :TSD145.WK1 
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3.  COST  AND  RAM 

; dy  program  year 

: a 

R 

Y 

inflated  dollar 

PROJECT  NAME  AND 

FY  1989-90  ! 

A 

£ 

INFLATED 

local  match 

INFLATED 

DESCRIPTION 

CONSTANT  ;ESC 

N 

A 

DOLLAR 

FUND 

dollar 

COLLARS  COST  !RT. 

K 

R 

FEDERAL 

CODE 

sales  TAX  l 

.OCAL/REGIONA. 

STATE 

total 

■ansit  Pr-et.  Streets 

*215, OOu  i 

5 

1 

*41,800 

FAU 

*173,200 

*0 

9215,000 

*215,000  : 54 

2 

*41,800 

FAU 

*183,950 

*0 

*225,750 

1 Priority  One 

*215,000  ! 5*4 

3 

*41,800 

FAU 

*195,238 

*0 

9237,038 

*215,000  ; 5a 

4 

*41,800 

FAU 

*207,089 

*0 

*248,839 

*215,000  ! 5‘/. 

5 

*41,800 

FAU 

*219,534 

*0 

9261,334 

*1,075,000  : 54 

10 

*209,000 

FAU 

*1,303,633 

*0 

91,512,633 

eludes  11.8  million  O&M 

*1,075,000  I 5*/. 

15 

*209,000 

FAU 

*1,721,546 

*0 

*1,930,546 

*1,075,000  ; 51 

20 

*209,000 

FAU 

*2,254,920 

*0 

*2,463,920 

*4,300,000  : 

TOT 

*836,000 

FAU 

*6,259,109 

*0 

*0 

*7,095,109 

destnan  Connections  and 

*0  i 

6 

1 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

'ansit  Access 

*0  ! 5* 

2 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

Priority  Three 

*0  ; 5*4 

3 

*0 

*0 

*0 

90 

*0  I 5*4 

4 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  ; 5*4 

5 

*0 

*0 

*0 

90 

*2,500,000  : 54 

10 

*0 

*3,517,751 

*0 

93,517,751 

*2,500,000  I 5*4 

15 

50 

*4,439.641 

*0 

*4,489,641 

*0  : 5*4 

20 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*5,000,000  : 

TOT 

50 

*8,007,392 

*0 

*0 

*8,007,392 

7 

1 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  i 5*4 

2 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  ; 54 

3 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  : 5a 

4 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  ; 5*4 

5 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  i 54 

10 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  ; 54 

15 

SG 

*0 

*0 

*0 

*0  i 54 

20 

SG 

*0 

*0 

90 

*0  : 

TOT 

SG 

*0 

*0 

90 

*0  ! 

8 

1 

$0 

90 

*0  i 54 

2 

*0 

*0 

*0  1 5*4 

3 

*0 

*0 

*0  ; 54 

4 

*0 

90 

*0  ! 5*4 

5 

*0 

*0 

*0  i 5*4 

10 

*0 

*0 

*0  ; 54 

15 

90 

*0 

*0  : 54 

20 

*0 

*0 

«*0  : 

TOT 

*0 

*0 
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I 3.  COST  AND  RAW 

; BY  PROGRAM  YEAR 

X \ R 

Y 

inflated  dollar 

;2.  PROJECT  NAME  AND 

Fy  1989-90 

i A 

E 

INFLATED  : 

LOCAL  MATCH 

inflated 

: DESCRIPTION 

CONSTANT 

ESC  : N 

A 

DOLLAR  ; FUND 

dollar 

DOLLARS  COST 

RT.  : K 

R 

FEDERAL  1 CODE 

SALES  TAX  LOCAL/REGIONAL 

STATE 

total 

iBicycle,  Pedestrian 

5298,000 

! 1 

1 

50  i TDA  1 

! 5198,000  ; 

: 5100,000  ; 

$298,000 

:£&H  AccessiPility 

1298,000 

5X\ 

2 

50  I TDA  J 

I 5212,900  I 

5100,000  *, 

5312,900 

5298,000 

5X\ 

3 

50  ; TDA  ; 

1 5228,545  i 

; 5100,000  : 

5328,545 

Priority  One,  Two 

5298,000 

51  i 

4 

50  ! TDA  ! 

! 5244,972  1 

; 5100,000  : 

$344,972 

5298,000 

5%; 

5 

50  ; TDA  ; 

! 5262,221  ! 

l 5100,000  i 

5362,221 

51,490,000 

51 ; 

10 

50  ! TDA  1 

1 51,596,580  I 

5500,000  ; 

52,096,580 

ilncludes  18,000/yr  O&M 

51,490,000 

5l\ 

15 

50  ; TDA  ; 

1 52,175,826  I 

! 5500,000  : 

52,675,826 

51,490,000 

51 1 

20 

50  ! TDA  ! 

1 52,915,107  ; 

$500,000  I 

$3,415,107 

55,960,000 

; ;TOT 

50  ; 

1 57,834,151  ! 

1 52,000,000  ; 

50 

59,834,151 

iDoumtoun  Peo.  Projects 

5160,000 

! 2 

1 

50  : 

5160,000 

5160,000 

5160,000 

5X\ 

2 

50  i 

5168,000 

$168,000 

: Priority  One,  Two 

5160,000 

51) 

3 

50  : 

5176,400 

5176,400 

5160,000 

5X\ 

4 

50  i 

5185,220 

$185,220 

5160,000 

5l\ 

5 

50  i 

5194,481 

5194,481 

{Includes  18,000/yr-  GfcM 

5800,000 

5X1 

10 

50  ; 

$1,125,680 

$1,125,680 

5800,000 

5'/.; 

15 

50  : 

$1,436,685 

$1,436,68? 

5800,000 

5Xi 

20 

50  ; 

51,833,615 

51,833,61? 

53,200,000 

; 

TOT 

50  ; 

55,280,081 

50 

50 

$5,280,081 

;hOv  Lanes  t Sterling  St. 

50 

; 3 

1 

50  : 

50 

50 

K 

50 

5X\ 

2 

50  i 

50 

$0 

ft 

: Priority  One 

50 

5/.! 

3 

50  : 

50 

50 

$( 

50 

5X\ 

4 

50  i 

50 

$0 

ft 

50 

5‘/.: 

5 

50  : 

50 

50 

ft 

5250,000 

5Xi 

10 

50  : 

$175,888 

$175,888 

5351,77? 

Ilncludes  525,000/yr  Enforce 

5125,000 

5%: 

15 

5168,362  : 

5224,482 

50 

5224,48: 

5125,000 

5X; 

20 

5214,877  ; 

$28o,502 

50 

5286,50: 

5500,000 

! 

TOT 

5383,238  ; 

5680,872 

5175,888 

50 

5862,75? 

i Brokerage  fc  TnA  Programs 

5445,000 

; 4 

1 

50  i OF 

5412,500 

532,500 

5445, 00< 

5445,000 

5*/.; 

2 

50  ! GF 

5433, 125 

534,125 

$467, 25( 

: Priority  One 

5445,000 

5X; 

3 

50  I GF 

5454,781 

535,831 

5490, 6i: 

5445,000 

5Xi 

4 

50  I GF 

5477,520 

537,623 

$515,14? 

5445,000 

5X\ 

5 

50  I GF 

$501,396 

539,504 

5540, 90c 

52,225,000 

5X\ 

10 

50  ; GF 

52,902,145 

5228,654 

$3,130,791 

ifill  m 

52,225,000 

5‘a; 

15 

50  I GF 

53,703,954 

5291,827 

$3,995,78< 

52,225,000 

5‘a; 

20 

50  I GF 

$4,727,288 

5372,453 

$5,099,74 

58,900,000 

; 

TOT 

50  : GF 

513,612,709 

51,072,516 

50 

514,685,22! 
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